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 REVIEW and OUTLOOK

Calmness

verhaps the first thing to be said
abonit the President’s speech the other
evening is that he‘supplied an ingredi-

cnt hitherto sadly lacking in the Gov-.

ernment’s slateracnts about jhe_snys.

Y Bt g X O

planeincicent. Lo
At the root of the anxieties many

:pcople, here znd abroad, have felt '
¢about that affair was the Jpapression..

2

hodgepodze of confusion

Fthat ifavas.
t;nnd contrad

mtradictio
*the plane an

@undq&a}%en after, careful thou

the weign 820U

SR

T Eisenhower miay ‘not have al-

%layed all those.anxieties, but the calm-

ess, dignity and sobriety of his ex-;

> - - . - "
tplanation must have given all his lis-
Lieners at least a_sense ‘of confidence
Vot this - g R ; i
“that -~ this -~ enterprl

, s ot e
Jertaken carelessly and thoughtlessly.
is argument for the need of intelli-

-gence-galucring such as photographing
Russia, as his explanation of its value, .

-was indeed strong.
Equally impressive,
“basic importance, was the reasoned,
viewpoint Mr. Eisenhower carried into
his comments on future relations with

Russia. And this is in marked contrast

to two current attitudes toward the
Wremlin in the post-summit world.

In one view the Soviet proved con-
- clusively at Paris that any agreeable-

ness is only a temporary cover for bel- "~

ligerence; therefore the U.S. should
now be belligerent, in turn—build up
defenses, cut off the arms talks, dump
the cultural and other exchange pro-
grams and generally disdain any fur-
ther Sovict overtures. - -
At the other extreme is the notion
that we should “go to. lengths that

smack of appeaserhent in our efforts
to reach understandings with the Sovi- .
- that at some point a pragmatic.com-~

ets. This is symbolized in the criticism

that the President could have saved '

the summit if he had apologized; also
in Senator Kennedy's call for another
summit soon after January 20, -
The dangers in either course should
hardly require eclahoration. Belliger-

ence on our part runs the risk of at.

some time provoking the Ruszians into
rash action. Not only that; it cuts off

the possibility of capitalizing on any -

hopeful changes within the Sovict
Union, In any case, belligerence ill be-
coines our stance in this struggle. We
are the defenders of Western civiliza-
tion, not the barbarian aggressors.
The contrary course of showering
ApprovedsForRelease1999
tling them into’ new summit confer-
ences, will only impress them with our
it cirmalrmana wwhielh thev will do

- their -best to exploit. Such an epp_roac s

-way in peace. -

and of more -

9/1Fcc

in Crisis

moreover, distorts the nature of the
strugale; it is. up to the Soviets,. the
trouble-makérs, to make concessions
if they want a better world, not to the
people who are-only trying to go their

President Eisenhowsr, to his credit,

chose neither of these courses. Despite
> of cor -Khrushchev's vevbal pyrotechnics, he |
n,. Both the dispatch of ' :
¢ handling of the event’
.fterwards had about them enair of-
fimprovisation rather than somcthing
ght -v,a{fd‘ :

predicted no doom around the corner.

“Indeed, he carefully noted that Khrush-
ehev did not go beyond invective; that |,

is, the Soviet leader hurled no essen-

or an slternation of both. - %

‘The President proposed no - great '

convulsions of our society in order to
deal more- effectively with: the Soviet

“challeriges”” Our defenses—the most

potent on earth—will of course be con-
tinnally improved for the long pull but

" not violently overhauled with every zig

in the Soviet line: they will be neither
“neglected in ‘complacency nor over-
built in hysteria.” -

- This then is.a policy of firmnéss

without “belligerence. The -President’s -
corollary for the future is business-like -

negotiation without appeasement.: “We
conduct *. .

deterred by any bad deporiment we
raeet. . Rather we approach them ‘as a

-tially new threats and left himself free |
».~to pursue eitler a soft or a hard line j

., negotiations not on the .
“ basis of surface harmony nor arve we

carcful ‘search for common interests”

‘between the Western Allies and' the

Soviet Union on specific problems.”
What this means is that one doesn't

try to tackle specific problems by first
creating a phony air of good will at a:

suminit conference. First you tackle

the problems, as.at the ‘Geneva ‘con-

ferences on a nuclear test. ban and
broader disarmaraent, and you tackle

‘them coldly and without iilusions. You-

tackle them only because it is possible

mon interest—without -evern ‘heginning

to bridge the jdcological .gulf—can .

emerge between the U.S., and the

- USSR,

- The President’s approach—a firm- -
A

ness that avoids either belligorence YN
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appoasoraentis cssentially the Tisén-
“ T R NG o . -

hower policy from the beginning of the

Administration. Its virtue lies not only

in its intrinsic dignity; -it- is also a

" poliey the U.S. can pursue whether the

Soviets take a soft line or a hard line.
Tt is made in America, not ir. Russia.
It will satisfy neither the fire-eaters
nor the milquctoasts. And that may be
its greatest virtue of all. For it should

m calmness in Ccrisis and cool comrion
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sense in dealing with a dangerous ad- |
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